March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commissions
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 LOCKET FILF COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

[ am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Madison Elementary School PTA of
Janesville, Wl. to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwheiming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on the content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met

statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system

does so and ask the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

* That under no circumstances shouid the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(violence), S(sexual depiction and nudity) and L(language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than on rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, or more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC & that it include parents; &

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to deter-
mine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,

Janesville, Wisconsin 53545
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Thairman Rszed Hundt and FCC Commis31Cners m

2,0 Federal Communications Commission L’OCKETF!”’:('&npy
1319 M 3treet N.W., Room 222 R C
Washington, DC 20554

RIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: C8 Dockeat No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the Wational PTA and the Eastern Elementarv PTA to
volce my oppeosition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1397. The rating
symbol on the TV acreen does not provide sufficient ceontent information 30 that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhei

vreference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what 1is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the acreen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless. ’

The PCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutorv requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Insatead, we request the following:

= That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
inciude content information about programs such as VvV (for violence), S
tfor sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
LO receive more than one rating system:

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently

placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
programs

That the rating board be independent of the industrv and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
regearch to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an 1issue 80 important to children
and families.

Sincersly,

(acke) floucss e
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March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Strect N.W., Room 222 JOCKET FiLE COPY ORIGINAL
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners;

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stewart Elementary PTA to voice our opposition to the v-
chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required the determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Mark Casey
Yankton, SD 57078
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Moretha E. Johnson
2348 13th Place, N. E.
Washington, D. C. 20010-1110

March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.-W.,Room 222 /OC!{FT £y

Washington, D. C. 20554 L0y m’G/NAZ

LR

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and as a member of the Board of Managers of the District of
Columbia Congress of Parents and Teachers to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as pesented
by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does ot provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were condected by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want
to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

® That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

@ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enought that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

@ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

® That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

® That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents. ’

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Moretha E. Johs
Washington, P
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March 17, 1997

P L
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners LTy iy
c/o Federal Communications Commission Zs 1y
1919 M Street NW, Rm 222

Opy
Washington, DC 20554 0/'?-/@//1//17[:
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners,

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA, Florida PTA, Broward County Council of PTA and Walter C.
Young PTA to voice my opposition and that of my fellow PTA members to the v-chip rating system
presented by Mr. Valenti in January. The rating symbol which appears on the screen does not provide
sufficient information for a concerned and vigilant parent to make appropriate decisions about TV

programming for their children, because age- ratin n't meet the n rents whose
children exhibit differing ranges of understanding that has nothing to do with age -- and that is all of us!.

The National PTA, US New and World Report and others conducted surveys this past fall which indicated

that parents want to have the right and responsibility to make choices for themselves about what is proper
programming based on the content of the program. Any ratin which n't incl
riptions on screen and in the TV schedulin riodicals i !

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | don't think the system proposed by Mr. Vaienti

meets this requirement, and so plead with the FCC not to approve this rating system. | would ask instead,
that the following be substituted as requirements of the industry:

- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should acccept no rating system that does not include content information about programs

such as V (violence), S (sexual depiction and nudity) and L (language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, be more prominently displayed on the

screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it definitely include

parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Please remember - the people making this request gParents.). are the ones who buy the products

already happened. These are also the people who have the power to turn off the TV. These people are
those who have only one axe to grind and it isn't greed or popularity or hit shows or any of that - the axe
they grind is saving the children ---this should be your goal as well. Thank you for this opportunity to
comment on an issue so important to children and families.

3308y 1511
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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997 - »

SOCKET FiE copy g
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ’ ' GINAL
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 p )A(

_r
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Dud fti E ﬁNUL (loc ( council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip ratmg system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless. @&% &M G /&6 At %&C , M /

3

The FCC, by law, 1s required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act 0f 1996. 1 (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely, S . ~ ~ _ W

Nce Rz Lo Qe&w, Preaih et WQL% £ 7
Your Name P T (
Town, State
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NATIONAL PTA ACTION TO DATE

After conducting a national survey of our members, the National PTA held a press confer-
ence on November 21, 1996, to release our findings. We garnered exceptional press coverage
in newspapers throughout the country, on numerous radio stations, and on NBC, CBS, ABC,
FOX, and CNN.We also presented the survey results to Jack Valenti and the Television
Ratings Implementation Group for use as they devised their rating system. After the rating
group released its ratings, we voiced our opposition to the proposed system to the FCC, Mr.
Valenti, and joined almost 30 other national organizations calling for content descriptors for

television programs. And finally, we called on the FCC to accept public comment and hold
hearings on this issue.

FCC COMMENT PERIOD

On February 7, 1997, the Federal Communications Commission initiated an eight-week com-
ment period on the proposed industry rating system. Between February 7, 1997, and April 8,
1997, the FCC will accept comments from individuals and organizations. The Telecommuni-
cations Act of 1996 requires the FCC to “consult with appropriate public interest groups and
interested individuals from the private sector” about the industry’s voluntary plan, and then to
determine if “such rules are acceptable to the Commission.”

To file comments, you must mail an original letter or send an e-mail message by April 8,
1997 to the FCC.Your letter will be distributed to all members of the FCC and included in

the public record. All letters and e-mail messages MUST include the docket number: CS
Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34.

NATIONAL PTA CALL TO ACTION

Before April 8th, 1997, 1 urge you and your local PTA members to contact Reed Hundt,
Chairman of the FCC to voice your opposition to the industry rating system and request a
rating system that includes program content descriptors.You can use the enclosed sample let-
ter as a guide, but a personalized letter—typed or handwritten—that includes your feelings
about this issue will have the most impact. Please submit your comments—Iletter or e-mail
message to:

Mr. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission

Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

So that we can gauge the level of participation of PTA members to this CALL TO ACTION,
please mail, fax, or e-mail a copy of your letter to me:

Joan Dykstra, President

National PTA

330 N. Wabash, Suite 2100

Chicago, IL 60611-3690

fax: (312) 670-6783

e-mail: information@pta.org
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Cedar Rapids, [A 52403
March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NW Room 222

Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners”
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing to state my objection to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
proposed system does provide adequate information for parents or caregivers to make
decisions about what is appropriate viewing for their children.

Major surveys released this fall by several organizations (National PTA, US News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper) reported that families and caregivers

want a rating system based on content. Parents want to determine which shows are suited
for their children based on content descriptions.

There are over 30 groups concemned with youth and they support a rating system that

includes program content descriptions. As an individual, I also support content description
for television ratings of shows.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue which carries great importance
for children and families.

Sincerely,

Greer Fry l:Z(;
Cedar Rapids, lowa

i, of Copies rec'd ,___Q___
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97 — 34 T

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Mason Elementary PTA in
Canton, Ohio to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. We as parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for our children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system

without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L(for language):;

That the FCC require a V-chip brand broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include narents and

That any ratlng system approved by the FCC be evaluated by 1ndependent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

~.
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March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission 0

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 UOCKET Fi

Washington, DC 20554 LE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stewart Elementary PTA to voice our opposition to the v-
chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required the determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should

accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudity), and L{tor language);

*That FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system,;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Yankton, SD 57078

No. of Copies rec’
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Mas, Lesa K. Hays
3480 N 2320 W Road
Bounrbonnais, IL 60974
19th Day of March in the 1997th Yearn of the Lornd

Mr., Reed Hundt & the FCC Commission
0ffice of the Secretany

79719 M Strneet N W., Rm 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I strongly Support the "Descrniptive Content-Based Rating System”
Zan above the Age-Based Rating Sysitenm.

It s my BLelief thal many programs on oun 7Televisions today
need censonship. Not only shows and movies though, but
commencials should be censorned as well, Lo tanget appropriate
audiences. Sexual commencials (already on today), such as 4o
many obscene sexual Health Club adventisements and the {Like,
should be Limited only to movies rated with the S, the Sexual
Content and nudity programs. And thus, Family onrndiented shows
rated G with Genenal level adverntisemenits as welld.

It just seems we defeat our goal when such disgusting commercials
ane penmitted duning Good wholesome Family programs degrading
oun Family values and mornals to such Lilth.

Thank you forn youn effonts.

Sincerely, In Chrnist Jesus,

g

e

-t 'u) u/, . \)
Mrns. Lesa K. Hays

ccec

)
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March 1997 UOCKET FiLE COPY ORIGINAL

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o/ Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Strest N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am wiriting on behalf of the National PTA and the Westdale PTA, Inc. 10 voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti; Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children  Major surveys release this fall which damonstrate nverwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
ograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media

dies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for children.

Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Ant rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system does so and

ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content

information about programs such as V (for violence) ,S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
nchide parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research 0 determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

" Banny K
CV'UI/Z CMAQ(W
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March 1987

LOCKET FiLF COPY CRIGINAL
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

¢/o/ Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Strest N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am wiiting on behalf of the National PTA and the Westdale PTA, Inc. 10 voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ot the TV Rating implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
nrogramming for thair childran, Major siirvevs raleaced this fall which Agmnnetrate nuarahalming
parent preference for a rating system that %yres parents information about the content of
grograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report , and Media

tudies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Ant rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicais that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system does so and

ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:
That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence) ,S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it

noluda narants: and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this oppertunity to comment on an issue so important o children and families.
Sincersly,
| gy
; i
\ P
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March 16, 1997

T -~
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners VOCKET P COPY ORiGINAL
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

As a member of the National PTA, Louisiana PTA, and Youree Drive Middle School PTSA,
I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating system on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV
industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system

does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

1) That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. The
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information;

2) That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

3) That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program,;

4) That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

5) That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to my grandchildren.
Sincerely,

Carol Fullilove No. of Copies rec'd 0
Shreveport, LA List ABCDE




Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ;4~.{“‘ T L= 0Nay A

c/o Federal Communications Commission ’ JCKE P LO; (OR!G!NAL
1918 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 87-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Elmore Park Middle School PTA to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content description on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence, S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,

| D A
e Feg Watfooa

Bartlett, Tennessee

0
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March 15, 1997 N T
UOCKET FiLF COPY ORIGINAL
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Snowden PTA in Memphis Tennessee to voice
my opposition 1o the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decision about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, bylaw, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system

does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. instead, | request the
following:

eThat under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

eThat the FCC require a V-éhip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

eThat the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

. eThat the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
am N

sThat any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportumty to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, .

W P05yt -
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners . - Vi

¢/o Federal Communications Commission E’OCKET HL:&: COPY OR[GINAL
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Roosevelt PTA to voice our opposition to the v-
chip rating systems as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surverys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Reports, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating systems. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Futher, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for lanuage);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broard enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,

Roosevelt PTA

Battle Creek, MI 49015
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners r—

c/o Federal Communications Commission LOC$ L) s"' oY ] i z“ ;
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 -
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

[ am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v~chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
- TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

-/, L#(A }E.L\Gr\(;)q [.S +'Q(_,( ‘l:er‘
54'“"}'Lsgk)u,r [V\D
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Mavch 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt & FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20854

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the EMMONS
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating

system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rvating symbol
on the TV screen deoes not provide sufficient content
information so that parvents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents want
to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carvy TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry’s rating system has met statutory rvequirements of
the Telecommunications aAct of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we reqgquest the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), ¢ (for sexual
depiction and nudity ) and L (for language);

* That the FCC regquire a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system:

¥ That the vating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program:

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved be the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank vou for this opportunity to comment of an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

: NS DI D2 HL /L No. of Copies rec'd O
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March 16, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

I : : =¢ J i
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 COCKET FA ECCPY CRIGINAL
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing as a member of the National PTA and PTA President of Sunrise Elementary School
in Citrus Heights, California and mother of five children. I am opposed to the current TV rating system.
This current system does not allow me sufficient information to make an informed decision on what
television shows are appropriate for my children. [ don’t want the television industry deciding for me

based upon an indiscriminate age what is appropriate for my children. [ would like to make n informed
decision based upon a knowledge of the program content.

[ am in favor of the proposed rating system: V (program includes violent scenes), S (program
has sexual depiction and nudity) and L (program has improper language).

[ believe that the rating board be independent of the industry and FCC and that parents from all
walks of life be included.

I appreciate this opportunity to comment on an issue important to me.

Sincerely,

Marie Simmons
7976 Coral Oak Way
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
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March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 LI R fe e
Washington, DC 20554 ST

Ly

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stewart Elementary PTA to voice
our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S.
News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system

without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required the determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content

information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L(for language)

*That FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Kelley Césey /
Yankton, SD 57078 0
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Mioreh 10, 1997

Chai rman Reed Hundt and FCC Commii ssioners DOCK{T Fi T (“(‘TJ\{ OR!G}
¢/o Federal Communications Comxission Y NAL
1419 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554
D Chalrman Hundt and Commissioners:
Rl CS Docket No. 97--55, FCC 97- 34

I smwriting on behalf of the National PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating aystem as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content informa:ion so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
rarating system that gives parents information abownt the content of programs
vivi i conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World “eport, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not wanl the TV industry to interpret what is best for
thetr ehi bdren. Pavents want t¢ make those choices Lthemselves based on content
itormation about the program. Any rating systemwi thout content descriptions

o the seveen and publicized in . riodicals that carry 7V scheduling is useless.

Th 1FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the tidustry's rating system
has metl statutory requirements of the Telecommuniicaticns Act of 1996. 1 do not
believe this system does so and «sk that the FCC not appiove the industry rating

~y&tom. Instead, I request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approvs the industry’'s rating
system. Further, the FCC ¢iould accept no rating system that does not
include content informatic»about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiclion and nudit/) and L(for language):

Ma. of Copies rec'd
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*That the PCC require a Vochip band broad cnough Lhat would al low parents

tao receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently

placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a

program;

* Thatl the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

* That any rating syslem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Tirank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue s> important to children

an families.

Sincerely,

ety



Marceh 10, 1997

Choirman Reed Hundt and FCC Comriissi : -~

i rman Reed Hundt an omissioners LOCKETF% COPYOHIG'NAL
¢’'o Federal Communications Com. ssion
1719 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554
Doear Chad rman Hhund t and Commi ssioners:
10 CS Dockel No. 97--55, FCC 97 - 34

1 amwriting on behalf of the National PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my
opr.osition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
Tt Rating Implementation Group. on January 17, 1997. 7The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufi’cient content information so that parents can
me ke decisions about what is appropriate TV programn’ ng for their children.
Major surveys released this fall whichdemonstratle overvhelming parent preference
forarating system that gives purents information about the content of programs
vere conducted by the National P{A, U.S. News and Wor 1d Report, and Media Studies
Cevter/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
thetr children. Parents want Lo make those choices Lhemselves based on content
intormalion about the program. /Any rating system without content descriptions

o the sereen and publicized inyoriodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.,

The 1FCC, by law, is required to ~“etermine whether the industry's rating system
hes met statutory requirements ¢f the Telecommunicatioas Act of 1996, 1 do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating

system. Instead, | request the ‘ollowing:

* That under no circums tance s should the FCC approve the industry's rating
vystem. Further, the FCC whould accept no rating system that does not
include content informatic. about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudiiy) and L(for language); g 0
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